SLIGO POST OFFICE (TRANSFER OF MR. SAilPSON), 



RETU RN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 18 February 1896;— 

RETURN “ giving the Correspondence with the Postnmster General 
concerning the alleged action of Mr. Ralph Sampson, of the Sliqo 
Post Office, and his compulsory transfer from Sligo to Enniskillen.” 



Trensury Chambers, ) 
4 March 1896. / 



R. W. HAKBUEY. 



Copy of Letter from Mr. McHugk, m.p., addressed to the Postmaster General, 
dated 21st August 1895. 



The Right Honourable the Duke of Norfolk, Postmaster General. 

My Lord Duke, 

I BEG to brii^ under your notice the fact that Mr. Sampson, an assistant in 
the Sligo post office, has given great offence to the vast majority of the people 
of Sligo through attempts at proselytism, and being the means of getting street 
preachers to visit that town. On last Sunday week there was serious disturb- 
ance in Sligo owing to tliis street preaching, most of the Catholic population 
believing their faith to be insulted by the open air missionaries. The 
preachers lodged in Sampson’s house, and f was present assisting the police to 
get the preacliers into the house in safety. I saw Sampson come out with his 
kodak taking snap-shots of the crowd, much to their irritation. 

As mayor of Sligo, having at heart the peace and order of the town, I ask 
your Grace to consider the advisability of sending Mr. Sampson to some other 
town. 

I am, &e. 

(signed) P. A. McHugh. 

Answered by the Postmaster General that inquiry is being made, and that he 
will give the matter his personal consideration. 

22nd August 1895. 



Copy of Letter from Mr. McHugh, m.p., addressed to the Postmaster General, 
dated 2nd September 1895. 



His Grace the Duke of Norfolk, Postmaster General. 



My Lord Duke, 

I WROTE to you recentlv from the House of Commons in reference to the 
connection of the sub-pos'tmasler, Sligo, Mr. Sampson, with street preaching 
o8. A. and 

J 
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and proselytism in this town. As serious rioting took place here on yesterday 
arising out of this street preaching, I beg to request that you will, as promised 
in your letter of 22nd August to me, give the matter your immediate personal 
consideratioD. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) P. A. McHugh, 

Mayor. 

Answered that the matter is receiving the Postmaster General's attention. 

5 September 1895. 



Copy of a Letter addressed to the Postmaster Genersd from the Town Clerk’s 

office at Sligo, dated 20 September 1895, containing copy of Resolutions 

passed at a public meeting of the Sligo Corporation. 

At a public meeting of the Sliso Corporation, held this day, the following 
resolutions were proposed by Alderman B. Collery, m.p., seconded by 
Councillor John Connolly, j.p., and passed unanimously : 

Resolved — 

(1) That in view of the obstruction and deplorable disturbances which have 
recenrly resulted from street preaching in Sligo on Sundays, our solicitor be 
instruried to take »uch steps as he may drem advisable to prevent street 
preachers or otlier pers»ms from causing obstruction in any niad, street, or 
crossing within the borough, to the serious inconvenience and annoyance of 
the peaceable and law-abiding citizens of this town. 

(2) Tliat we view with apprehension and regret the action of the authorities 
in bringing a charge of conspiracy and riot against certain inhabitants of this 
town who are alleged to have taken part in the disturbances occasioned by 
street preaching, as we believe such action is calculated to disturb the amicable 
relations which have heretofore existed berween the people and the police 
of Sligo. 

(3) That we earnestly appeal to the inhabitants of this town not to allow 
themselves to be drawn into conflict with the police in connection with the 
street-preuching nuisance, and we call upon the Government, if necessary, to 
have the law amemled, that law-aluding Christian communities may be 
enabled to protect themselves from insult and annoyance by paid proselytising 
agents like those now disturbing the peace in Sligo. 

(4) That we have obseiwed with surprise the connection of Mr. Sampson, an 
official of Sligo Post Office, with the street preachers. We consider such 
connection must, under the existing circumstances in this town, impair his 
effifiency as a public servant, and we direct the attention of the Postmaster 
General lo his conduct, 

(signed) P. A. McHugh, Mayor. 

Daniel HacGill, Town Clerk. 

Acknowledged 24th September 1895. 



. Copy of a Letter from Mr. fV. Johnston, m.p., addressed to the Postmaster 
General, dated 24th September 1895. 

My Lord Duke, 

1 HAVE the honour to address your Grace concerning a meeting of the Sligo 
Town Council, held on the 20th instant, nnd reported in the “ Sligo Champion ” 
of the 21st, from which it appears that the Mayor (Mr. P. A. .McHugh, m.p.) 

stated 
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•.stated that be had reported Mr. Sampson to the Postmaster General, apparentlv 
with a view to have him removed from Sligo. 

I am aware, from independent sources, that Mr. Samoson had char^^es 
•brought against him some *nine years ago. At that time these charges were no 
held to be substantiated. 1 trust that your Gi*ac.e will not allow an efiScient 
public officer to be injured by reason of harsh misrepresentations of his 
conduct. 

Mr. Sampson lias not communiciited with me either directly or indirectly ; 
but his friends in the North of Ireland have asked me to write to your Grace, 
in the confident belief that justice will be done him. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) William Johnston. 

Acknowledged 26th September 1895. 



•Copy of Letter from the Rev. R. Macrae, of Carloway, Stornoway, N.B., addressed 
to the Postmaster General, dated 18th November 1895. 

The Riglit Honourable Duke of Norfolk, Postmaster General. 



My Lord Duke, 

I HAVE before me newspapers and letters from Ireland, giving an account of 
serious rioting in Sligo in connection with street preaching, and stating that a 
Mr. Patrick McHugh, mayor of Sligo and m.p. for North Leitrim, was among 
the rioters and using abusive and foul language to those who gave shelter to 
the Evangelists. Also that a Mr. Ralph Sampson, clerk in the Sligo Post Office, 
has been ordered to remove to some other locality for no other reason than that 
his wife gave shelter to the Evangelists. I have always understood that 
Ireland, as well as Great Britain, has religious as well as civil liberty, and that 
no Government official can be interfered with for his religion, i trust your 
Grace will cancel the order for .\Ir. Sampson’s translation until strict investi- 
gation is made, as, otherwise, the case will be taken up as soon as Parliament 
meets. 

I am a perfect stranger to Sligo and to the party concerned ; but as a 
supporter of the Government and of the religious liberty <<f the subject I, 
along with others, will take steps to get at the root of this matter. 



Acknowledged 2lst November 1895. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) li. Macrae. 



Copy of Letter from Mr. Dr}'sdale, of Mid Beveridgewell, Dunfermline, 
addressed to the Postmaster General, dated 28ih December 1895. 

&ir, 

1 AM directed by the Dunfermline Protestant Defence Association to send 
you enclosed copy Resolution, which was passed unanimously at a meeting of 
the Association held this month. The resolution, I think, will adequately and 
fully explain itself to you. 

1 am,&c. 

(signed) Wm. iVallace Urydale. 



* Two ami a-balf years ago. 

y8. 
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Copy of Resolution referred to in foregoing letter. 

That this meeting of the Dunfermline Protestants’ Defence Association, 
strongly resents and condemns the recent intolerant action of the Duke of 
Norfolk, Postmaster General, in removing Mr. Sampson, who has been 
seventeen years in the Postal Service, and who was until lately clerk in Sligo 
Post Office, from his position in Sligo, to gratify the uncharitable bigotry and 
fiendish intolerance of the Papists of Sligo, because Mr. Sampson's wife dared 
to give the two Protestant missionaries or street preachers who have recently 
been shamefully assaulted by the Irish Papists whilst preaching the Gospel in 
the public streets of Sligo, lodgings in Mr. Sampson’s private house; that 
this meeting is satisfied and con\inced that the Duke of Norfolk, in thu.s 
allowing himself to be made the tool and executor of the heartless and 
tjTannical designs of the Popish forces of lawlessness and disordei' in Ireland, 
has forfeited the confidence reposed in him, and has thereby rendered himself 
unfit and incapable for both the impartial discharge of his duties and for the 
position of Postmaster General of oui’ Protestant nation. 

In name and on behalf of the Association, 

(signed) Wm. Wallace Drysdale, 

Dunfermline, December 189.5. Secretary. 



Copy of Reply to foregoing letter, dated 2 January 1896. 



Sir, 

I AM directed by the Postmaster General to acknowledge receipt of your 
letter of the 28th ultimo, enclosing a Resolution. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) A. M. Ogilvie. 



Copy of a Letter addressed to the Postmaster General from the Chairman and 
the Secretary ot the Committee of the Open Air Mission for Ireland, dated 
14th January 1896. 

My Lord, 

We have been requested by the Committee of the Open Air Mission for 
Ireland to forward to your Lordship a copy of a Resolution passed on the 
2ud instant. 

M’e have, &c. 

(signed) Paxil Askin^ j.p.. Chairman. 

R. Wade Thoxnpson, j.p., Hon. Secretaiy. 



Copy of Resolution referred to in above letter. 

* f^at the Committee of the Open Air Mission have heard with 

indignation that the Postmaster General has this week carried out his intention 
to remove Mr. Ralph Sampson from the Assistant Postmastership in Sligo, and 
transier him to another town, solely in consequence of a member of his family 
having let lodgings in their private house to the agents of this mission, an 
undenominational body, the only object of which is to preach the Gospel of the 
Lord Jesus Christ to all, without distinctiou of creed or class. The Committee 
desire to make public in the most emphatic manner their sympathy with 
ilr. Sampson and his family, who have thus suffered official punishment and 

have 
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have thereby beeu obliged to break up their home and leave Slioo la 
conseqmEce of having done in their private capacity what they had a perfect 
right to do as subjects of Her Majesty in this so-called free couiitrv. 

Proposed by G. Fox Grtint, Col., j.e. ; seconded by K. tVaile Thompson, j.p. 

, , Paul As/cin, j.p., 

2nd January 1896. Chairman. 

(Acknowledged 20tli January 1896.) 



Copy of Letter from Mr. Antold-Forsfer, m.p., addressed to the Postmaster- 
General, dated 9th October 1 895. 



My Lord Duke, 

I HAVE to-day seen a copy of a letter addressed to you by Mr. 
P. A. McHugh, Member of Parliameiu for Sligo, in which he requests you 
to dismiss from his post Mr. Sampson, an assistant in the Sligo Post Office, on 
the grounds that 

{a) Mr. Sampson received into his house certain preachers on the 
occasion of their vidt to Sligo; and that 

(i) He took a photograph of the Mayor of Sligo and other persons during 
the occurrence of a disturbance in the streets of the town. 

I am not ytt fully acquainted vith all the details of this case, but hope to 
be so very shortly. Meanwhile, I most respectfully urge that your Grace will 
make a most careful inquiry into the matter before arriving at any conclusion 
jirejudicial to Mr. Sampson. 

I am, ice. 

(signed) H. 0. ArnoUI-Fornter. 

(Acknowleaged lOtb October 1895.) 



Copy of Letter from Mr. ArnoUl-Forster, m.p., addressed ro the Postmaster- 
General, dated 23id November 1895. 

Dear Duke of Norfolk, 

1 AM greatly obliged to you for allowing me to state my view of Mr. 
Sampson’s case so fully. Of course, I greatly regret that I have not succeeded 
in eoniimnding the justice of my view to you, for I still feel that the mischief 
likely to be done by Mr. Sampson’s unconditional removal is likely to be 
considerable. 

As 1 cannot doubt that this matter will go further in some shape or another, 
1 venture to put down in writing my own view of the question, , so that in 
case anv public discussion takes place I may escape the danger of g‘>ing outside 
the limits of the demand, which I think, considering the matter as fairly as I 
can, is reasonable and just. 

The main facts clearlv are not in dispute. A certain nuniber of Protestant 
preachers, with the wisdom of whose action I am in no way concerned, visited 
Sligo, having piexiously secured lodgings in that place. Before their 
arrival representatives of the mob in Sligo informed the owner of the lodgings 
that the house would be wrecked, and that be wouM not be allowed to receive 
the preachers. Tlie party on arrival were therefore deprived of any shelter. 
Mrs. Sampson, who, like her husband, is a Protestant, then offered to receive 
the preachers iuto her house. On several subsequent occasions she has let 
lodgings to the pai-ty, who have been on every visit violently and, as it 

q 8. B appears 
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j.ppears to me, brutally assaileil in the streets, and have had no other shelter 
open to llieiri. !t has long been clear that it lias been the deliberate iuteutiuu 
of a considerable i arty in Sligo to drive Mr. Sampson out of ihe place in 
order to i unish him for shelterimr the preachers, who were unpopular in the 
town. 'I his detirniinatiou found its expression in a letter of Mr. McHugh, m.p., 
Mayor of Sligo, who appears to hare been jiresent during ir.O't ol the riots 
which trarked ibe visits of the preaclv rs. Mr. McHugh wrote a letter to you 
requisting \ou to remove Mr. Samp'On from Sligo, an<l to this request you 
have i.ow acceded, and Mr. Sampson has V' ceived ootice that he is to take his 
departure at an early date t'>r Enniskillen. 

I need not here allude to a good irianv subsidiary features in this cose which 
leaii nio to the conviction that tl:<*re are other motives in addition t«) those 
alleged which have contributed towards the determination of a party in Sligo 
to liuut Mr. Sampson out of the place- I am content for the present to rest 
ti eia e upon Mr. McHugh’s dcJiunciation of Mr. Sampson and the action 
of the Post Uffice in re.^pect to it. 

I fullv appreciate — or, at lea>t, I think I (h. — all that may be, and is most 
ju-tly, ^aid bv the Post Office with respect to the paramount duty of snfe- 
guaidiiis the iiiterest.s of ihe public se vice. It seems lo me eminently 
reason:. hie to say that, as a maiter of fact, Mr. Sampson’s presence in Sligo 
indip' ctly leads loabrt ach of ihe jmblic peace, and that, being a servant of 
the State, he cam otwilh advantage to ihe public service he allowed to remain 
wheie he is, since his j resence interferes witli ihe preservation of public order. 
The circumstances seem to me to justify Mr Sampson’s removal. 

But I ion quite unable to agree wi'h the view lUat such a removal should be 
unattended by any promotion or im'rease of salary. The removrd of Mr. Samp- 
si-n fVi ni ^Hgo to Enniskillen is regarded by himseif and by every one of his 
p« i.-ccutcirs in Sligo a> a direct j iini-liment inflicted upon him by the Post 
Office Mul. what is much moie serious, as an open official acknowledgment of 
the ligi't oi the Sligo mob to diiu-* him out of the place. 

M'ith rocartl to Mr. Sami son’s supi oseii offence, I w’ould point out ibat, 
lu.wt vei unjustifiable or undesirable the conduct of the pi-eachers may be in 
conducting services in the streets m.dcr the peculiar circurnstanct s existing io 
Sligo, Mr. Sampson is not one of the preachers, and cannot, as far :is i am 
aware, jirevi-nt their ccining to the town. To say that a British citizen, 
whether in Government eni))loyment - r l Ot, commits a fault or even a punish- 
able iuoiscretion bi cau-'C he permits his wii'e to let lodgings in his house to 
members of his own creed, in whose good faith he believes, and of whose 
imminent danger he is aware, dies not seem to me a proposition that can be 
publicly sustained. 

I iiin quite aware that on a previous occa*^ion an attempt was made by 
[iracticailt the srame party who aie now attacking him to drive Mr. Sampson from 
Sligo by charging him with an interference in a mutter of religion which, 
iipparuiitly, they i onsidered unjustiHahii-. But I am also aware that the then 
Postmaster-General, having Ml the facts before bim, declined to take any action 
again>t .Mr. Sampson, saying must justly that whatever were the grounds of 
oflence given to certain genilemin in SHg', the matter was one of domestic 
concein which did not touch the public service. 

It certainly does ai pcar to me that in this case it would be neither 
unreasouable nor contrary to the public intere>t to accompany Mr. Saicpson’s 
removal either by some promotinu or by an increase of salary. If this be not 
done, I woi.lrl must respectfully ask you to note the inevitable consequences. 
You were good enough to remark :o rau that if a public servant in 
Mr. Sii i'P'on’s j.ositon had not the tact to avoid giving offence to his 
neiglibi urs he was gu:lty of an indiscrciion v^hich fairly merited official reproof 
(I tliiiik I hi. re accurately represeiiied what you said). But please mark where 
thi' coiitcuiioii, if admitted, will lead to in the south of Ireland. To-day 
Mr. Sampson is to be turned out of Sligo because Mr. McPIugh and his friends 
desire it, and because they are offended at his wife giving shelter to her co- 
reiigioijists. The crime is clearly not Mr, Sampson’s action, which is both a 
Ci ristian and a legal act ; the crime, such as it is, Is his having given offence 

to 
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to the Sligo moll, who hooted and stoned the preachers wiienever they could- 
Here is a lesson very soon learnt and very soon improved upon * If the 
Sligo mob had not thouglit it necessary to stone the preac'ier^, Mi*. Sampson 
would have committed no offence before God or man, but because the mob has 
selected this particular method of expressing its feelings, Mr. Sampson is to be 
removed and practically punished. 

M'hat has hippened in Sligo to-diy will happen in Ennis nr Gabvav to- 
morrow. tVliat can be easier? The ne\t time the unpipularitv may come 
from quite a different cause. Let me say, for instance, that a postmaster 
declines to tillow persons in his district to read private telegrams or to examine 
leUei's passing through his hands, jiractices not unknown in parts t»f Ireland, 
and by his refusal incurs unpopularity. Or again, suppose that a postmaster 
is unpopular with some superior or subordinate who has a considerable 
following in the place ; all th it need lie done, under the Sligo precoclentj is to 
raise a public disturbance, to make the man’s life a burden, to threaten his 
wife, and to break a certain number of windows with i-pgulaiity and at 
stated intervals ; imiriediately the facts will be cited as proof of t/ie want of 
tact ” on the part of the official. Some member of Parliament will iie found 
to take up the case, the Post Office will be requested to remove the u ipnpular 
official, and will accede to the request. Tlie man will be liunte{l out of the 
place, Hud those who have deliberately planned his dismissal will Oj)euly and 
publicly rejoice, as they are doing on this very day at Sligo. 

I would point out that the danger of such ii practice as I allude to is no 
imaginary one, but that the practice of driving out of public life or public 
administration all persons who are not prepared to adopt the views and further 
the plans of a particular party has been followed, ami has been held up as one 
Worthy of imitation and extension, in many parts of Ireland. I cannot think 
that in the public interest it is desirable that the sanction of a public depart- 
ment should be given to the practice. 

Please believe that it is with the greatest reluctance that I find myself com- 
pelled to pri-58 this matter at all. It is one. which for many reasons 1 would 
rather not have dealt with. I have been most conscientiously trying for the 
last fortnight to adjust the matter, both in the interest of Mr. Sampson himself 
and of what I believe to be the public interest. Many gentlemen are interested 
in the case, and are desirous of obtaining full public discussion of it. I have 
begged them not to lake any precipitate action, and they hare been f dly satis- 
fied hitherto to await your decision. Now, however, that I can give tliem no 
hope of your being able to relieve Mr. Sampson from the stigma of a punish- 
ment which both they and I consider to be uneanie.l, I cannot in fairness to 
them ask them to refrain any longer Irom taking such steps as they tliink 
desirable, or from coming over, as 1 believe they intend to do, to wait upon 
your Grace. 

In conclusion, I trust that I am not asking loo much in begging you to let me 
have a line as soon as convenient, assuring me that the decision you have aiTived 
at is final. I judged from what you said the other day that you regarded the 
matter as still open to consideration, and earnestly hoping that that may be the 
case, I am going to ask my correspondents to wait a little longei before acting 
independently of me. 

1 am, &c. 

(signed) H. 0. Arnold-Forster. 

(Acknowledged both in writing and verbally.) 



Copy of Letter from Mr. Arnold-Forster, m.p., addressed to the Postmaster- 
General, dated 28tb January 1896. 

Dear Duke of Norfolk, 

You may perhaps remember my having called upon you with respect to 
the case of Mr. Sampson, postmaster at Sligo. I have been asked by 
Mr. Sampson’s friends to attach my name to a letter referring to the case which 
98. C it 
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iti^ proposed to circulate. I am, however, not prepared to do this, as 1 do uot 
■wish to make myself respoiidble for expressious and sentiments which are not 
uecessarilv my own. 1 propose, however, to send to the gentlemen concerned 
a copy of' the memorial which I forwarded to you. This, of course, contains 
my own view of the case, stated in wliat I consider to be a reasonable way 
As the memorial took the form of a letter to yon, I think I ought to tell you 
that I proposi* making use of it before letting it pass into other hands. 

I am, &:c. 

(signed) //. 0. ArnoUl-Forstcr. 



Copy of the Vof^tmaater-Generarti Keply to Mr. Amold-Forster’s Letti-r of the 
28di January 1896, dated 3rd February 1896. 

Dear Mr. Arnold-Forster, 

I c.\K have no objecsion to jour making use in the way you propose ol the 
letter yr.n wrote me on the 23rd of .November last in regard to the transfer of 
Mr. Sampson from Slig<' to Enniskillen ; but should you do so, 1 must ask that 
whatever publicity the letter may have may be given aho to this rejily. This is 
important, b cause no written reply 'vas sent you at the time, our personal 
comniimifations rendering this unnecessary. 

You say the dicumstancc.s seem to you to jostify Mr. Sampson’s removal 
from SliJo; but you urge that his transfer to another office shouKI not be 
unattemled with some promotion or increase of salary. As a failure on 
Mr. Sampson’s part to comply witli his insti actions was the cause of his being 
transferred I am unalle to agree with you. 

In 1893 complaints were made that Mr. Samj.son was showing an agoressive 
religious zeal of a kind which caused irritution in Sligo. It is quite possible 
these coiupkints were unreasonable; but Mr. Sampson being a public othcial, 
my predecessor felt ciilled upon to give him a serious caution as to the necessity 
of keejdng clear of anything of the kind calculated lo arouse popular feeling, 
and with tliese instructions .Mr. Sampson undertook to comply. Notwith- 
standing tlii«, Mr. Sampson has received ami retained in his lodging-house 
gentlemen who came tn the town with the express intention of cairying on a 
religiou' propaganda which it was well known was certain to arouse popular 
feeling lo a serious degree. Had Mr. Sampson merely given them shelter f >r a 
night I should not have blamed him ; but hi: allowed them to remain in bis 
housr in spite of the fact that their presence in the town became a cause of 
disorder, and that his own conduct in so doing promoted hostility'. So little 
regard did he pay to the instructions he had received that, as I have learnt, 
only hitely, lie arranged with ihe Open-Air Mis-iou, from whom these preachers 
came, tliat he would for an annual payment of 36^. provide them with lodgings 
during tlieir visit to Sligo. 

Under these circumstances I do not think tiiat Mr. Sampson could have 
been surprised if he had receivud a reprimand and had beea transferred to 
anoiher locali'y without auy special regard being shown to his own position. 
But tliat the outcome of ihe whole business should be that he should gain by it 
a promotion he would not otherwise have obtained would be, in my opinion, 
wrong, unjust to other officials of my department, and destructive of the 
discipline of the service. 

In transferrin.: Mr. Sam[)son, however, I selected for him an office where he 
would lose notliiny either in salary or position, and I dii-ected that any expense 
he might be put to in removing should be fully paid. 

1 ought to say, for the sake of accuracy, that you are mistaken in thinking 
that Mr. Sanijison was postmaster of Sligo. The post he occupied in the office 
was that of clerk. 

1 feel bound to notice a statement you make in your letter to the effect that, 
the practice is not unknown in parts of Ireland of persons being allowed to read 

private 
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private telegrams and examine letters passing through the post offices. 1 can 
only say that should an instance ol’ sucli alleged practice, which is in itself 
illegal, he ever reported to me, any official guilty of such an act would be 
punished by me with the severity he deserved. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Norfolk. 



Copy of L/etter from Mr. Arnold-Forster, m.p., addressed to the Postmaster- 
General, daled 4th February IS96. 

Dear Duke of Norfolk, 

1 HAVE 10 acknowledge yours of tlte 3rd instant. In accordance with your 
permission I shall forward my correspondent in Dabliu copy of my 
memorandum to you with respect to the case of Mr. Sa upsoa of Sligo. I sliall 
at the same time iiil’orm liim that the request coiitaine.l in your letter, to the 
effect that in tlie event of my memorandum being published your rejily must 
also be given, should lie strictly complied wirh. 

I have, &c., 

(sigueil) H. 0. Arnold-Forsier. 



6'. J'V(dj>ole, 

General Post Office, Secretary. 

13 M{irch 1896. 



9 
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SLIGO POST OFFICE 
(TRANSFER OF MR. SAMPSON). 



RETURN giving: tlie Correspondaitee with the 
Pontmaster-Oenernl concerning the alleged 
action of Mr. Ralph Sa^apsoti, of the Slioo Post 
Office, and his compulsory transfer from Sligo 
to Esniskillen. 



(Air. Willium Johnston.') 
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